The importance of eugenics in immigration, Aboriginal and public health policies is a subject of recurring interest in Australian history. Joy Damousi devoted her first issue as editor of *Australian Historical Studies* in October 2002 to the themes of race, migration, eugenics, purity and progressivism. Its contributors, and chroniclers of the history of public health in Australia, notably Michael Roe and Milton Lewis, have suggested factors which gave eugenics in Australia its particular shape. Federation of the separate colonial states facilitated a national approach to public health, especially for infectious diseases, and this included an emphasis on the health of visitors and immigrants. The constant perceived threat of invasion meant there was a need to settle tropical Australia. In addition there was the belief that Australians, particularly children, were and should be stronger and healthier than populations in the Northern Hemisphere. Whether early-twentieth-century Aboriginal policy was eugenic or not is currently being debated. It has been argued that policies of the absorption of Aborigines are counter to eugenics.

In *Eugenics in Australia*, adapted from her PhD thesis, Diana Wyndham states that her aims were to show that fears about the declining birth rate early in the twentieth century led to the acceptance of eugenics; that the movement, although derivative, had distinctive qualities; and that eugenics had a strong influence on the development of health services, especially family planning and public health.

Opening with the most important issue of all, she discusses the impact on the gene pool of colonists and Aborigines and the dilemma of whether the tropical north should be settled by Aborigines, immigrants from neighbouring countries or white Australians; this includes a discussion of the White Australia policy. This rather oddly structured book then continues with biographies of four eugenicists, selected to fit a classification developed by historian Geoffrey Searle. Marion Louisa Piddington was a "strong" eugenicist and a pioneer in sex education. John Charles Eldridge was a "weak" eugenicist with radical political views who promoted positive and environmental eugenics. Lillian Elizabeth Goodisson, a "medical" eugenicist (with a syphilitic husband), was the stalwart secretary of the Racial Hygiene Association of New South Wales, which became the modern Family Planning Association. Henry Twitchen was a wealthy landowner in Western Australia, whom she classifies as a "career" eugenicist. Wyndham reveals, citing the Aboriginal author Sally Morgan\'s best selling book, *My place* (1987), that Twitchen had a close relationship with Morgan\'s destitute grandmother, Alison Drake-Brockman, who petitioned unsuccessfully to the executor of his will for an allowance. His fortune went to the Eugenics Education Society in London.

The discussion of organized eugenics which follows is comprehensive and based on extensive research using primary sources. Wyndham is prepared to be more interpretative here than elsewhere in the book. She shows how Australian eugenicists were few in number, isolated from each other, the international movement and to some extent other scientists. This led to at best a lack of co-operation, and at worst destructive in-fighting, as occurred between the Racial Hygiene Association of New South Wales and the Eugenics Society of Victoria.

This fact-packed book then returns to describing how themes common to eugenics around the world played out in Australia. A chapter on boosting the population shows there was concern about relying on immigration for population growth. In Australia, as in the home country, there was concern about degeneracy; however, Wyndham suggests that in Australia fear of an underclass was much less a factor than in Britain. She also makes the point that in Australia negative eugenics was much less developed than internationally. Although there were some practices in some government services aimed at eliminating the unfit, no laws were passed.

In terms of her stated aims this book provides a convincing account of how the desire to populate the new country was influential in the acceptance of eugenics. Wyndham shows that eugenics in Australia was derivative, but distinctive. However, this idea could have been developed more conclusively. With regard to her important proposition that eugenics was influential in the development of the Australian health services, Wyndham relies heavily on the field of family planning, the subject of her previous book, and neglects the history of eugenics in public health.
